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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 and 33 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 does not set forth a plurality of elements or steps; and, each of the 
elements or steps of the claim are not separated by a line indentation (See MPEP 
608.01 (m) [R-3]). 

Claim 33 recites both a method and computer readable code but does not list 
any steps (only "instructions ") therefore, the examiner is reading the claim as an 
apparatus claim for the purposes of examining. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections = 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for business object discovery , does not reasonably 
provide enablement for discovering an object definition. The specification does not 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to create the invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 
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3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the 
steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: as shown in Figure 3 of the 
drawings, items 310, 320, 330, 340, 350, 360, and 370. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The preamble of claim 13 recites, "a system for 
discovering...". The act of discovering an object is never realized in the body of the 
claim; thus, there is no nexus between the intended use of the preamble and the body 
of the claim. 

6. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 33 recites a "method for deploying" and "the computer 
readable code comprising", in the preamble, and "instructions for" as steps of the claim. 
The examiner is not sure if the claim is a method claim or an apparatus claim. If the 
claim is indeed a method/ process, the claim must include steps (not "instructions for"). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 1, 7-9, 11, 13-19, 20, 25, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1,2 5, and 33 fail to produce any useful, concrete, and tangible results. 
The last step of claim 1 is a determining step. The act of determining does not produce 
any results. As to claim 25, the last step is requesting. Although the last step requests 
data, the claim does not disclose what happens after the request has been made (i.e., 
data is stored, etc.). As to claim 33, "instructions for" are not steps in a process or 
method, but imply the intended use of the limitation and therefore do not produce any 
results. 

Claims 7-9, 11,13-19, and 20 are directed to software modules which are 
software perse. Software perse is also known as functional descriptive material (See in 
re Warmerdam, 33 F3d at 1360, USPQ2d at 1759). The content is not structurally and 
functionally interrelated to a computer-readable medium thereby rendering it incapable 
of producing a useful, concrete and tangible result and is therefore non-statutory. 
Claims must be amended to recite hardware in the body. 
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Claim Rejections = 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Burke 
etal. (US Pat. No. 6,789,252). 

As to claim 1 , Burke et al. disclose: 

determining an object definition for an object based upon a collaboration code (see col. 
17, lines 48-49). 

As to claim 2, Burke et al. disclose: 

receiving said object and said collaboration code (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42). 
As to claim 3, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said object definition comprises a business object definition and said object 
comprises a business object (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42). 
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As to claim 4, Burke et al. disclose: 

forwarding said object and said object definition (see col. 34, lines 45-48). 
As to claim 5, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said forwarding comprises forwarding said object and said object definition to 
an application adapter (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42 and col. 42, lines 64-66). 

As to claim 6, Burke et al. disclose: 

processing said object based upon said object definition in said application adapter (see 
col. 6, lines 20-21). 

As to claim 7, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how data from a second object is mapped 
to said object (see col. 21, lines 1-8). 

As to claim 8, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how said object is derived from said second 
object (see col. 21, lines 1-5). 



As to claim 9, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how said object is derived from said second 
object and a second object definition (see col. 21, lines 1-5). 
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As to claim 10, Burke et al. disclose: 

further comprising receiving said second object definition (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 
37-42 and col. 21 , line 3 - second object). 

• 

As to claim 1 1 , Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said determining comprises determining said object definition for said object 
based upon said collaboration code and said second object definition (see col. 17, lines 
48-49 and col. 21, line 3 - second object). 

As to claim 1 2, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said receiving comprises receiving said object and said collaboration code from 
a broker (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42; wherein the means allows data to be 
exchanged/ integrated in different formats). 

As to claim 1 3, Burke et al. disclose: 

means for receiving an object and a collaboration code (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37- 
42); and means for determining an object definition for said object based upon said 
collaboration code (see col. 17, lines 48-49). 

As to claim 14, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said object definition comprises a business object definition and said object 
comprises a business object (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42). 
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As to claim 1 5, Burke et al. disclose: 

means for forwarding said object and said object definition to an application adapter 
(see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42 and col. 42, lines 64-66). 

As to claim 16, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how data from a second object is mapped 
to said object (see col. 21 , lines 1-8). 

As to claim 17, Burke et al. disclose: 

means for receiving a second object definition, wherein said collaboration code 
determines how said object is derived from said second object and said second object 
definition (see col. 21, lines 1-5). 

As to claim 18, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said means. for determining comprises means for determining said object 
definition for said object based upon said collaboration code and said second object 
definition (see col. 17, lines 48-49 and col. 21 , line 3 - second object). 

As to claim 19, Burke et al. disclose: 
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wherein said means for receiving comprises means for receiving said object and said 
collaboration code from a broker (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42; wherein the 
means allows data to be exchanged/ integrated in different formats). 

As to claim 20, Burke et al. disclose: 

a reverse object discovery agent that receives a first object and a collaboration code 
from a broker and that discovers a first object definition (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37- 
42). 

As to claim 21 , Burke et al. disclose: 

a broker that receives a second object and a second object definition and that 
generates said first object using said collaboration code (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 
37-42 and col. 20, lines 21-23). 

As to claim 22, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how said first object is derived from said 
second object (see col. 21, lines 1-5). 

As to claim 23, Burke et al. disclose: 

wherein said collaboration code determines how said first object is derived from second 
object and said second object definition (see col. 21, lines 1-5). 



As to claim 24, Burke et al. disclose: 
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an application adapter that receives said first object and said first object definition from 
said reverse object discovery agent (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42 and col. 42, 
lines 64-66). 

As to claim 25, Burke et al. disclose: 

determining whether an object conforms to a known object definition (see col. 17, lines 
48-49); and requesting a collaboration code and an input object definition if said object 
does not conform to a known object definition (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42; 
wherein the code and definition must be requested in order to be received). 

As to claim 26, Burke et al. disclose: 

analyzing said collaboration code and said input object definition (see col. 21, lines 1-8). 
As to claim 27, Burke et al. disclose: 

creating a new object definition based upon the results of said analyzing (see col. 20, 
lines 21-23). 

As to claim 28, Burke et al. disclose: 

forwarding said object if said object conforms to a known object definition (see col. 34, 
lines 45-48). 

As to claim 29 Burke et al. disclose: 



Application/Control Number: 10/808,429 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2166 

wherein said object comprises a business object and said object definition comprises a 
business object definition (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42). 

As to claim 30, Burke et al. disclose: 

forwarding said new object definition to an application adapter (see col. 34, lines 26-28 
and 37-42 and col. 42, lines 64-66). 

As to claim 31 , Burke et al. disclose: 

receiving a subscription from said application adapter for said new object definition (see 
col. 50, lines 61-63; wherein the notification subscriptions are received and configured). 
As to claim 32, Burke et al. disclose: 

forwarding said object in response to said subscription (see col. 34, lines 45-48 and col. 
50, lines 58-63). 

As to claim 33, Burke et al. disclose: 

instructions for receiving an object and a collaboration code (see col. 15, line 53 and 
col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42); and 

instructions for determining an object definition for said object based upon 
said collaboration code (see col. 15, line 53 and col. 17, lines 48-49). 



As to claim 34, Burke et al. disclose: 



Application/Control Number: 10/808,429 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2166 

wherein said object comprises a business object and said object definition comprises a 
business object definition (see col. 34, lines 26-28 and 37-42). 

As to claim 35, Burke et al. disclose: 

instructions for forwarding said new object definition to an application adapter(see col. 
34, lines 26-28 and 37-42 and col. 42, lines 64-66). 

As to claim 36, Burke et al. disclose: 

instructions for receiving a subscription from said application adapter for said new object 
definition (see col. 15, line 53 and col. 50, lines 61-63; wherein the notification 
subscriptions are received and configured). 

As to claim 37, Burke et al. disclose: 

instructions for forwarding said object in response to said subscription (see col. 15, line 
53, col. 34, lines 45-48 and col. 50, lines 58-63). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Johnese Johnson whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1097. The examiner can normally be reached on 4/5/9. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




09 February 2007 
JJ 

HOSAIN ALAM 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



